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THE CDSTO'I DOUSE COMMITTEE,
JLeet on the Witness Stand

for Seven Honrs.

His Own Account of What He Wanted
and How He Got It.

That Letter of Grant's" and Anotherfrom Washburne to Come.

Is a Guest Who Pays ail "Hon-
orary" Hoarder?

The Profits of the General
Order Business.

The Custom llonse Commtitce met ag£U) yesterdaymorning at tho Filth Avenue Ilotel.
After the usual W<JgeroFTettors had been disposed

f Colonel O. K. Leet was called, and, liuvlng been
voru, was examined at length In rogard to the detailsor his general order and bonded warehouse

business, the pecuniary results of which were as
follows lor the year 1871:.Expenses, not including
artage, $04,311 04; oartage, $51,898 90; receipts.

$203,938 88. The proflts, therefore, wjro about
*|58,daO a year, ii2,doo 01 which wa.4 recei ved iroiH
the bonded warehouse aad $46,000 from the general
order twines^ This eyldenco was, of course, only
the prbldifQd to Uil examination la regard to the

leans by which Colonel Leet obtained the business.
The letter of recommendation frOiltt denernVTTrTut
having been produced, was read. It is as follows:.

Exroctivr Mansion, )
WABniNOTON, 1). C., March 9, lSdJ {

$1. H. aiUHHKii.:.
I)rah Sib.ThU will Introduce to yon Colonel S. II. Leet,

wtio icrved under me from early to the war to the prose .1
day. from the tall of VlcltKlmrg forward aa a itail nUcr.
He la a bualnea* man of uunueallonod intugrlty. Ilia expe-
fieuoe before the war uu Uiiu Tor builuoss or uimuit any
stud. He new promises to resign frcnn the army to engage
In pnTaie life, and 1 clieeriully commend him as possessing
*U the uualllMw necessary to inspire confidence. Yours,

frulv. U. 8. OR ANT.

Colonel Loct was tlicn examined as follows:.
Q. Did you threatou Mr. Crluncll or uuy oue ttiit

unless be gave you tho business yon would have
lum removed f A. No, sir; I nad no ln.lucnce to get
aim or any other oUlcer removed.

Q, Was there any one interested with yon In tnis
business besides Mr. Uixbj when you first went
Into 11 f A. No, sir.

Q. Was Oeneral Porter or General Babcock Interestedla it f A. No, sir.
Q. Did you ever glvo either of these gontlomenany money in consideration of this business ?

A. No, sir.
Q What about this mess? A. I did not belong to

any mess at the Ume 1 got this business, nor alterwards;l was living wltn my faiuUy; 1 have been
married eight years; botn General Torter and GeneralBabcootc had families also, and were living wltu
Ibcm; they lived in the same uouse, at 108 U street;
I lived for some time with them, not as a member
at the family, but as a suost; lot uic explain this
thing; Hoon alter the war General I'orter rented a
house, and bad a mess, so tbat wo mtgbt live inoro
couoaucahy aua comfortably; that only lasted a
lew montus; my family were uot iu Washington ut
tbat time; when I lived witu General i'orter and
IBabcock 1 was only-a guest, but I insisted on payingp art ol tiie expenses.

Q, Then you were a sort of Honorary boarder! A.
suppose so; 1 owned no part of me furniture qqi
as not responsible for the rent or expenses In any

jrar: J Ui'dli 1 was not wttb thein longer altogetherthan a few niooUis.from about April or May, 1809,
Mil umt February, lovO. , v;;... v.. .. ,

t|. What did you couiributo wbin y ou were mere!
A- About $4t>; ccriuinly uot more tbtm $r>o; tbe rent
ht tbe bonse was very low, uud I paid oue-third of
It; tbu rent was only about $40 a montb.

G, Wlien mis arrangement was made with Mr,
Blxby, state doUnltely what It was! A. 1 was to
save a certain guarantee uud aall the fronts over
aio,ooo; It the prolils were le.->s than $10,coj 1 was to
have $5,000.
Q. Uow many stores woro occupied by Blxby

Caring your comniuauce with htui? A. Two.
Q. The same that you now occupy! A. No, sir;

tbat arrangement continued nniil June, 1070; btxny
then still contiuucd in the same business, butJ went
into partnership with Mr. blocking and Mr. Uortoil
and engaged these stores at 071 Washiugtoh street.

y. What share ol the general order business was
assignod to you then? A. \\ e hud the French line,
tbe Williams A Guion, the Anchor hue, aud o.l.ci
lines or .transient steamers landing oil the North

Cvcri alter a wuite Mr. ilortou got lrigatoned and
undrew.
Alter a Tew questions In regard lo the prices for

storage, the witness was uaked.Have you not
aonu'tlines charged inoro than «1 sturugo? A. Yes,
we have charged as Idgb as $25 for a single package;that was a carriage for Mr. Lonllaru.

go you understand that if the charges made
by you are too uigh uie Collector can make you reducethein? A. Yes. sir; the rates were originally
Jlxod by the Chumber of Commerce anil the co.lectortogether, and the raie.r charged arc ntghor than
thus specified; the Collector can reduce them to that
standard; that list ol rates, however, is very lucoinplate.

Q. That carriage that ton charged $25lor was not
In It, 1 suppose; suppose you had charged $250 for
It! A. In such a cose, as i understand It, the collectorwould have power lo reduce It.

Q. In your experience, have the complaints made
resulted In rod need charges! A. 'There have been
very lew appeals; we nave reduced them ourselves,
when we have received reasouable comp'aiuts.

M, Who makes the caurges! A. An expert determinesthe charge lor each package us It enters the
more.

y. Did you ever ten Mr. Lindsay that roar share
«( $5,000 was not equal to your mess bills 111 Wash,
ton t A. No, sir: 1 never told hiui any thing ot the
kind.

y. it has been stated that your firm has been in
tke habit ol bribing inspectors to liurry goods up to
your stores r a. It is not rrue. sir; 1 suppose the
inspector could get goods ihrougn quicker if no
were paid for It; mat would do us good, because
It wouid give us a great mauy more packages.

y. Can he seud goo.is to your store without an
order from the custom Mouse 1 A. All goods that

* bave not a special permit rome to our store; of
course ne cannot, send us any goods until there Is
an order irorn the Custom House to discharge the
veeeul.
tQ. llave loaaes of goods from rases been freqnent

your storeV A. No, sir; 1 never heard of any;
b have never lost a case.
y, Do you make any money oui oi the cartagebusiness? A. No, sir; 1 do nut think it is a source

of protlt to us; on the contrary, 1 iniiia wo lose
money by iL

y. Do you ever have any unclaimed goons tnat
you have to koop lor a year, although they are not
enough in value to defray your charges? a. Yes,
Mir; that is notgrnrequently the case.

O. Then voui oulv source of piullt is labor and
storage; on which of those Items do you make iho
most* A. J he storage; we keep experienced laborMrsall tlic ttinc, even thougfl we have nut enough la
employ them.
y. Your staiement of net profits at $43,000 for the

general order bu*lue?s, and $1:1,1100 ror ilie bonded
warehouse business.1,110 made that siutcincut upl
A. My bookkeeper, out 1 am satisfied of Jts correctness.

y. What liabilities or loss arc there in this bus]
aess? A. II a case sUould be abstracted iroui oui
tore we would be held liable; 11 might be a pack
Bge of diamoinls. worth fin,000; wo uio icspousinu
for ihe honesty ol all the men lu our einplovmeiit
elves »rc insured; aclinic as warehousemen wt

are supposed lo take gooj care or me goods, am
mero.ore are rtapo it slide.

<g. WUal, tlieu, ih ibe use of having these twi
government storekeepers* A. 'l'ue store keeper:
receive nod enter a i goods, uun they exercise i

general supervision over the goods and tlicv an
wniiged to oo pieseul lu tlie store from suurlso u
unset.
Witness then gave In detail the particulars o

Uieir charges lo Mr. A. T. fete wart, the au-rau
charge neiug stated at fi 444. He continued
There is plenty ol accommodation lu our stores to
the outlro general order husiuese; our stoiea would
1 nave estimated, hold UO.oUO packages; we luive liai
Mr. A. T. Hie wait's goods lor vai tous tengl hs u
time.some packages only a lew da>s and others fo
thirteen moulds and a halt.

<g. Ho 1 u intend a ml you to say that you 1)0 uo
Ovule your proms wit 11 any 0110 except Mr
Mocking? A. No, sir; uo one else has any liucrcs
lu tm> profits, nor nave 1 ever promised any one e.s
anv share 01 the profits.
Q. llow old were you when you enlisted in tli
rmyf A. Twenty-six: I caine from I'enusylvanln

Alleghany couutv; I left there when I was a yea
old. hut never returned; l enured the army in I8ttt
1 4>ec»me a member of General Grant's stair 11
Octoiicr, is«:t, ami continued there all iiirotttcu th
wur; alter the war closed 1 still reuialuet
with General Giant, at Army Headquarters
as assistant Adjutant Genetal; I remained then
till nut; ] w as then ou special duty with Genera
Jiawluigs in collecting and pulling lu order tip
recuros oi the wur; J tendered uiy resignation It
February, 1H70, to take eilect six inon.ns hence
Ahey then gave ine six mouths' leave; I went out ou
w..~ .ran ... nunu-i, II 111 » lllll l|)llllll»l ""J IC1'«U»IHIII
one monto; l ico-iveil the year's pay a,lowed hj
(^ogress to retiring ofBeers; to Julv, 187». 1 received
fa,!'*!, and abet. |jj»i included all emoluments01 every icino eacent /uel aud <)uariers; mycommutation was in summer $io n mouth, uiid in
winter fi6 or 4»0, uccoiiiiug to the ni ice ol inch

Q, When did you tlrst meet Mr. Lndaay 7 A. In
Washington, In 18tfl; 1 believe ne was t,'>en trylitK to
Introduce some sort of tlrearm; I don't ren.eiiiher
WlMiiauod|iv«d lUio luiue; i uou'i unuh pc evvf

NBW Y(
YMtad me at headquarters; I don't know when h
first became Acquainted with General Porter an
General Babcock; I don't tlunk 1 over saw Li n wit
them at Washington; I saw u.m there about heat

9barters alter the election of 1808; 1 know tha
ortcr and Babcock were acquainted with him a

that time.
Q. What business had yon In your mind whet

yon came to New York? A. The general orde
business; 1 learned of that irom Colonel Morrow
the secretary of Mr. Johnson; he described It to m
as being a very good business.

Q. When Ulil you first hear of tne cartage Dnsi
ness? About the same lime; the idea of 111
labor contract entered my mind lu lstw, when 1 ha
failed to get anything else Irom Mr. Grinned.

y, just state ihe order in which your application
were made. a. i made the application for ih
labor contract to the Secretary if t;.e Treasury;
had no associate at first, but subsequently cutere
into an arrangement with Mr. William Haw. Jr.; h
put In a contract at first ler $7ft,ouo, but alterward
tie withdrew It, and put In another contract lo
Ibo.oou; he withdrew the Urst contract without m:
knowledge; wo did not get the contract.

y. After that contract was gone did yon apply fo
anything else? A. No, sir.
Q. Not the lighterage T A. No, sir; nothing of an;

kind.
Q. Yon had talked with General Grant about tw<

montns before the inauguration about the geuera
order business? A. Yes, sir; he did not promlst
mu mat i suouiu nave 11; uie rrusiuuui uuuicu iu<

tlien tue uppomtraoat oi collector ol luternal rev
cnue laibo First ui.sirtct of Louisiana, but 1 desire
to leave tire government service altogetuer and de
cllned it.

Q. When did you first become intimate wltb blm
A. After 1 came to Near Vork; J am sorry lossy
did become intimate vyitli blin uoou afer 1 UlougU
ot tbe general order business; alter tUe luaugunt

| tlon 1 went 10 Mr. Wasbourn about tula mutter and
exmd!u?d wbut 1 wanted.

)' Q. Uld y"6n lor a letter to Mr. Qrlnneli frotr
UIDir A. 1 <1IU.

Q. Why ma you select Mr. Urionell ont of all the
other merchants In Jiew York; he was not Coimetoi
at that lime f A. because tu6 general report 01 tjie
newspapers aud the opinion of the people tvfiorfl j
met in Washington pointed 10 him as lad Collector
to be apnointoo, rtv^r-rrr.'tr :
Q« Have Joff got a eopy of lir. Washburn's loiter f

A, Yes: and 1 will lurnish it to the committee; alter
J had seen Mr. Washburn 1 went to General Urant
and saw him about tills matter. J ..

Q. How is it that you have got the original of Mr.
Waahourn'B letterr A. because 1 requested Mr.
Urmucll to reiurn It to mo a couple or days alter it
was iireaen'^t* _-« r_

Q, DiiT you Yell llr. urTnneil that he was to be
Collector v A. 1 mentioned it to him; he did uot seoui
surprised; 1 weul back to Washington iu a uav or
two, but returned In a couple of weeks; 1 dtu noi
get the general order business till July, allUuuirl
air. (innncll was appointed in March; 1 believe Mr
Liudsay was personally acquainted with Mr. Una
nell belore the Utter became Collector.

Q. Ho you know how it wai that Mr. Lindsay was
called to the sido or the Collector? A. No, sir;
have uo knowledge oi that Uot, nor any menus u

knowirg.
q, old It not strike you as strange that fir. Qrln

nell should call u comparative stranger to his siui
In this way V A. We have only Mr. i.mdsay's owi
word lor his having been the coiiflueniiai adviser o
Mr. Ur.nueu.

Q. Was not your written correspondence witl
Mr. Lindsay while you were In the War Dcpartmcn
verv lame? A. 1 wrote letters to iiltn perhaps ouu<
a week; I lecelved loiters xroiu nlm uiosc everj
day.

y. Dm not you write to Him about ttie removal o
Mr. Grluuell t A. i have no recollection ol suci
letters; 1 cannot say that sueu letters were no
written, but 1 do not think it probublo mat 1 du
write tnem.
y. Will you deny having written themy A.

will not deny It.
y. What portion of the general order business dli

Mr. Grluneilglve your A. All that whicii wont t
the store 071 Washington street; the designation h
the Collector is of a place, not ot a person; in
stores are all under government bu pervision; Mi
Lindsay engineered tne arrangement with Mi
Bixbj; he put the matter oil lrom day to any, l
order, us he said, to get niin to be more liberal n
his oiler.

y. More liberal in paying you lor your mflnonc
over your Collector? A. 1 don't kuow that u was;
never claimed 10 hold any control over the Collector
aud Mr. tlriuuell suggested this thing to mc; Mr
Liudsay was at the Custom Douse at that tunc, am
I presume Mr. Lindsay and Mr. UrluuelJ may buvi
had some conversation together on the subject.

y. Was or was not the agreement with Mr. Dlxbj
In your baud writing 1 A. 1 do not know.

y. There is trio paper.Is it your writiug T A. Yes
sir; It was copied by me lrom a memorandum mad;
by Mr. Lindsay; the paper was never put into lega
form.

Q. Did you receive Iho remittances of Derby's
money lroui Mr. Lindsay t A. Air. Linusuy took ui«
money aad 1 drew upon hlrn as I wanton it: that
plan continued lor a time, how ions 1 do not know.

q. flow long did you remain satlatled with this
arrangement with Blxby? A. Until I ictt the
army; 1 was satisiied with the receipts 1 got (rotu
Bixby, so lur as money weuti nut 1 was qot satis,
fled, because 1 wanted to go into business mvault

u. w hcu did you break up your business with Air.
Blxby? A. I th'uk on the 17th ol June, ia70; lie
continue^ ty keep his business as a bouded ware
houseman, and lie la in It still. '

qc When did yon obtain the monopoly of the gen
oral order business? A. About tuo nuddlo of bop
temper, 1870; when I went lu with Air. Uortnn am
Mr. Blocking I put In no capital; the llrui went b
tbo Dtuue ol L. liorton A Co.; Air. liorton louud tui
syrettes.

q. Prom tho time you came on here did you uo
make lrcuuent applications lo Mr. Onuncll to hi
creaso your business? A. 1 dou'i kuow .ti.it 1 mud
uuy; l say illoat eiuptiatlonliy that 1 never said
could have him removed 11 he did not accede to in
Uuummi; he was removed lu July, 187U.

q. Durluu the tune tnat you wero endeavoring t
get tho rest ol tbis business drum Mr. Qrlunell du
General l'ortcr visit tms city In connection with tin
business? A. 1 dou't kiiow taut he ever cumo t
tuls city In connection wltli this business; (lencm
Porter came to New Vork several times; J saw hm
at Air. Lindsay's store once.

Q. What is mo average amount of money out
siandlug on account, of cartage? A. It may be $1,60
to $u,ooo.
The commitico tnen adjourned uutll hall-pas

seven o'clock tuis evening.

Evening Smdon.
The Committee met again at half-past seve

o'cloOK. A number of communications wero rc
celved and read.one relative to the Naylor case.

TUG cross-KXAHINATION op oolonrl LKKT

was couitnued:.liave no recolleotlon of ever writ
ing to Mr. Lludsay, requesting him to meet me li
Washington; 1 have no recollection of what ih
business was that General Porter and Mr. Llndsa,
wished to see mo about; was a private soldier l.
the army in 180.2; in 1893 was appolntei
upon General Grant's staff, having been pre
tnoted; General i'orter was upon tno slui
at that tune; continued on General Grant's sta
until the end ot the war; was very friendly wttt
the General Inconsequence of our relations; thou
relations have continued undisturbed up to th
present lime; wus a member of tno same me-s, wit
Generals I'orter and liabcock, up to the year lSttf
in lsoa lived in tlio same Douse with the two Oeiu
raid, paying my share of the moss aud tuo real
did not consider myself a member of the mess
though eating and living tnero: don't reineinl>e
replying to a question of Senator Howe to.duv, ilia
1 never belonged to any moss in Washington o
elsewhere; talked to General Grant about the gen
eral order business about two mouths before in
inauguration: expressed a wish to get it; the Gcl
eral then did not understand what It Was; was a
that time engaged in ootuplllng a record or lit
military exploits In tue West, digesting tuem ini
general order; on the 19th ol March, l«a9, lira
got tue general order business; went t
Mr. Washburn for a letter to Mr. Grin
nelt; reason tnat I applied for a letter to Mi
Grinned was because 1 thought be would becom

' Collector oi the rott; went (o Mr. Washburn beioi
I went to tiencral Grant;

tvsvr TO 3EK Tni PRESIDENT
after I got the letter ou tne same day; had no dela
Hi ttuduig mm; there was no one else there a
tno itiuo; do not know that there wa
» great pressure at tho time for office
assea him might I go to Mo*
lord, and say to Mr. brlnnell that he would be appointed t olicctor or tho port; lie did uot make anj> reply; supposed silence gives assent; dd not kuov

; that General Grant knew wuai my object was li
going to New tors: had ta.ked with btin abou

I tne general order business two month
I previous; had no idea that the Geiicm

old not kuow whut i was going about
) started to New York immediately with a letter t<
s General Grant: louud Mr. Uriutu.li at his house, am
i auaonuced to him his.prooabie uppointnieal- spokea to hun about the general order outness tne saim
» eve,ling; he treated mo very cormaliv and kindlyI returned to Washington the next day, aiier havlnif 1 accoinpiisned all I wanted; 1 told nuu l would ilk'e j to have tlic business, and lie said he would natisv
- me: saw nun again oil iho 3lst March; uid not'a hid
r to (lie matter at tue second meeting; came to see mi
', Uriuueii aoout, but did not ailulo to the uixny m u
i ter until April V; on that day I saw htm and he sagf gested tno Btxoy arrangement; spoko to Mr. i.uul
r say about general order business in Washington

the negotiations went ou for some time; tola Mi
unuiinn i mil iioi num any paruai arrangement, :i

. I meant to leave the army: do not know to tvlioi
t Mr. QrinneU reiened in ins letter by the let in
e "associates"; iio uot think tliat Mr. Lindsay was

party to the Itixoy matter at Urst; saw Mr. Blxh
0 relative to it several tunea: tlirst saw mm at M
, Lind&av's siore in John street; I was Introduce
r to hlui previous to that at his notisi
; my object in going there was to consult about ti
1 general order business; talked witU mm about
a out did uot auuue to auy private arrangement; a
1 ranged the matter some tnno alter; the arransr
>, nieut wc came to went into eirect Immediately; n
b relation* wuu Wr. Lindsay were very Inilmatc
l the iline; oo not remember Writing to bin abo
> tue advantage o/ being In the Sr. uomiuuo job; iui
i have written to Dim about it sugg. sung .men idea

can cav with confldeuce tlmt Generals Porter at

| Uabrock did not know anything anout the uriang
ment; remember writing to Lindsay about coining <

' to Washington to consult about some St. Domini
investments; Genera! Porter knew about my I
tlon* Willi eoloucl Stocking about the i>u-Iuu>h (

the North Klver; tue President may Dave said ih
he regretted my appointment on account or tl
prominence It gave Ms name in connection with mit
in New Vork; General Porter intimated so much
me; if General Grant had said he wished me t
w idraw iroin (he business I probably would bat
dotw so. but 't never was but lb W U» tui
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e manner; I could not easily have got out of it;
(1 moat 01 the partners, Including Mr. Uorton and Mr.
u Blxby, had no dl.Hoully in getting out or the ousiI-netw; me Collector substituted me in their plaoe: so
.t far ax (tixoy's arrangement wan concerned, it wan
it understood that my inilnence procured him his po- f

sitton; have uever written to Mr. Lindsay anout ill
i more money to puv the expenses of the mens: at
r the begiuulng my compensation wan about eight

thousand <lo lurs a year; $6,025 was the. amount
of it that came out or the Blxby arrangement:the balance came from my M ary, aa

l- an udlcer of the army; when Mr. Uorton left colonel
0 stocking and myself made a new tlrm; I took him XD

d Into partnership neoauee he was a Iriend of mine; (
never expressed a wish agalust Mr. Orlnnell's consttnuance In orilce; if I did express a wish it was beecause 1 entertained it; f felt he bad not kept his

1 promise with me; i was dissatisfied with him on
d tills ground; I remember the time when Secretary
o flout well wrote to Mr. Murphy about restoring the
* business to the Jersey side: did not say, ' ! nave a
r man who will prevent Mr. Boutwel! from injuring
r me;" Mr. arlnnell never said to me taut be

wnni<l inrfoif. ft in if I tenu!<l trt\ hack
to Washington and relieve hnn of t Mis
general order business; did not get the whole of the
North River business until the removal of Mr.
Uriuncll an t the appointment of Mr, Murphy; had
uo Influence in procuring tho general order bnstncss,only too President's letter; nut controlled the
whole of it In eighteen mouths; thought this was
pretty good; am not aware that General Por.er has
ever been in Now York upon the general order busl- ,

ness; he too:t a kluuly interest In my1 welfare:
Colonel Btocklug secured two bonds nen and I the
otuer two; gave no inducement to those «<

gentjQiticn to assume so heavy a responsibility; h
gave tfieid uo MCgJi" or Indemnity in oaso of loss; 5

two of th^iHii'sineQ werd "t!«r Slrfltew }o mei \
tne other two 1 knew lor a few months,' tho reuts of k
my st> rcsure iao,50d; mv landlords are Mr. G. T,
Mlckeiij and Mr. snulres, who was qnestloued hero
the other day relative to the article which he bad N
wriiten In tne Timet; Stocking and I have been In nrebusine-s nineteen months; haye ney«r balanced the 1 "

booka in that time; had mado no arrailaeinents °th
Bbonl the division or the nrnlira- fin nnt know Hint Hul
this \»t iuCr;ticdc;f iu i ue firilcles of agreement;
there was to ho no division or profits until our contractafor rents of tne stores have expired. flC"
Q. Vonr rnemorv seoins to be very defeotlve, Lot |n

rne read an arUtjlQ n om your »yidetice on £ lormer
invest igatma flatly cohtraclicillig what you are at
(resent stating. or
Colonel Lkkt.There baa boon a certain division agaof the profits ouoe a year; no regular division has tever boon ifiade; wo will not do so until we aeo our " 1

way <ii6ar; a pottion of our profits havo been
Invested ($17,(00) in tlie name of the Arm;

i have stated tbo gross amount of our profits;
1 kiiow enough about mv own affairs to stato thum

l cort-ectly; we have about fifty-nlno thousand dollars "J.i ui the bank in our jolut names; could find no more "

. profitable way Of investing the money than by do- Jtipoellting It In itio bank; remember saying that it did '

not reiiulre a largo ainonnt of capital to carry on
i the ousiness; commenced the business with about £,1 $',oiio; Mr. Stocking dm not put In so much, but no f .

f la an equal partner. L,
Q. What necessity is there for Colonel Wakeman "J

attending hero on your behalf? A. To look uftcr our £.,
J Interests. ,ni o. Why have you him here and what duties Is he rl
( attending to oa your behalf? A. 1 Have seen him y.

examlutug tbo evidence and speaking to the Sena- f.l tors; have seen linn pass papers to the members of jfi,
t tiie committee oa my behalf; he has spoken to ail
® the .vonalors. hJif flenator Casskrly.Do not all of them ? (Laugh,ter.)
' Senator Pratt asked the witness to produce hla jV» books and articles or agreement to-dav.
t Q. Co you assert that you never spoke of using
l Influence on Mr. Uoutwellf A. I do, dlr; Colonel fr<

Stocking Is a son-ln-iaw of n Jndgc of the United MlI Slates Supreme Court; I heard Mr. A. T. Stewart's mi

testimony before the committee; heard htm say et
f it took a week or ten days to produce goods cn
o from onr stores; our arrange nonrs arc as good for tf delivering as can bo; we have taken out fifty uaok- *"

o hgos in less than half a dav; the longest delay I have ?"
heard is from tho complaints of carmen; to my "

knowledge no losseshavoevor occurred; liavc never *i?
fi heaid of A. T. Stewart A Co. Ibslng anything.
h Senator Bayard.What conatitutes a mess ? Yoa

say that living and eating with two gentlemen did
0 not constitute a mess. A. 1 explained this before; r"
f havo ample securities In case of losses. ("This concluded the examination or the witness, "j' and the committee adjourned uutn ton o'clock this
1 morulug. "g
r IMPORTANT QUESTION OF JURISDICTION. X
^

- .«

m
[ The Legality of One Judge Holding Court and thl

Disposing of Trial Cases in the Special ni
/ &r

> Sessions.A Test Question. oa
; CM

dli
A case came up yestorday in General Term flu- j

prcme Court, before judges Ingraham, Barnard and CoI Cardozo, which opens a very important qnestion as acl
to whether ?£? Jx?Uce Justice Is competent to hold
the Court of Special Sessions, and at the same time |a[ raising the question as to the constitutionality of an

l the act passed by the Legislature In 1870 lu regard Ph
1 to this Court.

It came un in the matter or TUe Peoolo of the <v
i ------YHtate of New York vs. John P. Davis, which is a1
J brought forward as a tost case. Davis was arrested

t upon a charge of assault and buttery, waived his
i. right to trial by jury, solectod the Court of Special ftl
® Sessions In which to be tried, was tried before Judge y<
y Dowllng, who alone bold the Court, convicted and

sentenced to twelve months' Imprisonment In the m
0 Penitentiary. The record and proceedings In the to
1 case wore brought before this court lor rovlewal,
s and yesterday came up tor argument. «i
O ARGUMENT OP COUNSEL POR DAVIS. Je
il Mr. Ciiari.es W. Brooke, on behalf oi the prisoner,
a insisted, ilrst, that the proceedings bad ugatnst the

defendant In and bv the Court ofSpeclal Sessions Cc
> were in violation of article 6 of the Constitution of the
0 Lotted States, and of secttous l and 2 ot article l of

the Constitution of the State of New Yoik; socond, nH
t that the act of April 2a, 1870, under which tlio said w'

Court of Special Sessions was held, is in conflict re
with and in violation of article .1, section 18 of the aI
constitution of this State; third, that so much of tho BU

act of the 2Cth or April, 1870, as provides, "incase m'
n of any disability or either of the two I'ollco Jus*
i. flees to hold Court, it shall be legal for Rl1

tlio othor to hold It while such disability °

continues." Is repealed by tho act or April 8, i»71;
fourth, that In the event or any disability at- Ju
tachlng to either one of the Justices assigned to j

. hold sa.d Court, tne Mayor, uudcr tho uurepealed n.
11 ftortlou or the act or the 26tli April, 1870, must deslg- .

b nate somo other ppnoe Jnsti<?Q to fill tliQ vacant Co
w place.tiie Court canuot oe held bv ohe Justice;' n fill, that the evident intention of the
a Legislature was that one Judge should never hold
1 the Court of Special Sessions; sixth, that even
y. though the portious ot the act of Sotb April, 1870,
_ referred to, Were not repealed, the proceedings do
1 not show upon their face that any such disability
a existed at the trial or defendant as was content- utl
i plated by the act to empower one justlco to hold Pr

said Court or Special Sessions. The mere allega10lion that ilio other justice was absent "through dm- La
e ability" is not enough; the proceedings must show ,r
h wuat the disability was, as that question Is one of
i! lmv na w«»d nn nf inrt- liW Hovnntli n/iiiit u"

s- was that the proceedings do not show that any
;; disability existed at tho time the judgment was pro- Tl
i, nouuced against said defendant to prevent the two
r Justices assigned to hold said court from being prcsteut at the tfine such Judgment was rendered; his
tr eighth, that the weight ol the evidence adduced la pu
i* said proceeding was clearly In favor of tho prisoner, Cu
a and Ills conviction was, therefore, erroneous.the
i- court should have acquitted hint thereupon; and lus ini
it ninth and last point that iho sentence ol tho Court Oc
a was not commensurate with the nature of tin
o the charge, and was In no manner Justified or waritrauted or the evldeuce. Uuder each point were cued
o numerous authorities, de
l- i AHUFMKNT ON llKHAt.F OF the PEO'T.e. 0n

r. Mr. ai.<)krnox s. svi.mvan, Assistant District At- 8U
0 toruey, begun with reading the record of conviction lH
a and also the act of April 26,1870, detlutng the duties 8U

and powers ot the Court or Special Sessions. IJe
tnen urged that upon this record the conclusive 1,1

y presumption of law was mat the Mayor duly dcsig- **
it natcd the Justices of the second and the Fifth Police r,c
,s Judicial districts to hold the Special Sessions, and
i; that tue absence of one of said Justices from "

v said court was the icsult of such a "dlsbillty"as tlie statute contemplated. It is P®
r sufficient that the record adopts tho language .D°
r of the statute. "Disability" is a fact, que '7
a Legislature seem purposely to have selected tho 01

t most comprehensive word, so as to meet every case
s which could detain a lustico Irom the Court. The
il statute above recited has oeen moulded by chapter

302 and chapter 438 of the Laws of 187L These
j enact that "whenever both of tho J mi Ices uow a?
1 designated by law to hold the said Cour of special w
) sessions shall bo unable to act bv reason of sickness
9 or disability, or shall be abscut from the city, it a,
; snail bo rue duty of the Mayor, Ac., 10 designate tue
I Recorder or City Judge to act in tho
9 place and stead of said Justices during tho
v continuance of said disability or absence-" Neither .

<1 ol these acts contains any repealing clause. They
9 ure supplemental to the act or 1870, above cited,

w. ich, except us thus supplemented, remains in lull
force, and 1s the constituent law as 10 too organll-/-anon of said Court. It lias been argued that liio

1; act of is7o, chapter 383, is void and unconstltu- lie
r. Hiatal. That act Is entitled - An act to make fur- cr
is tiier provision lor the government of New York."
n Inasmuch as this act Is said to bo a local Ul

3t bin, it must tie Judged suhlect to section Be
a 16, article 3 of the coustliuuou. "Provision
>V lor the government ot New York" is the
.. .n.v UI ulU 1I1B v,vll»l»I.Ulluu IIIUHUW 111"!

id ; "no local l»m shall embrace more ihan one subject,
e; It i« eontrst. to mo legal principles for testing the coio validity ot acts oi the Legislature 10 give to words lu
t, the constitution a narrow or shrunkcu meaning. »l
r- i no wcri "subject" muat receive a liberal tnterpri- it
e- tanon. "I'iovi .-ion for sfoverulna'' is one subject,
iy embracing details of finance, police, a lininistraattion of Justice, Ac, lilt proposition establishes tho
at validity of wo law in nucatiou. h# also cued numer* mi
iy ous authorities. I*<
s: At tho close of the argument tho Court took the bid papers, reaerving us decision.

e- a simii,aii came. m
m The same course tvas taken in the case of William J
to llnoer, argued afterward. Uniier was convicted by to
a- Judge Howling, at special hessions, of pot it tar- w
in ceuy, and sentenced lor six months to tne Penlteu- "0
at narv. Very near.y the same line of argument was to
io pursued by ibe opposing counsel, tho Court taking P>
ie the papers, as in tuo ca»o of Davis. cc
lo Tne case Is so lar important that on Its decision >
o will depend the continuance in prison, under their at
re several sentences, ol a large number of poisons, or m
at their discharge irom duruuee viio.
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THE COURTS.

teresting Proceedings in the United States,
New York and Brooklyn Courts.

te Hew York Printing Company Bankruptcy
lose.The Bowling Green Saving* Bank in
Bankruptcy.A Case in Admiralty.The
PoitOffioe Letter Opening Com; Statementof Mr. Riley.The Injunction

Againat the Dock ConuaUaioneraMoreof the Torkvllle Police Justiceehip. Deciaiona.Heavy
Sentences in the Court

of General Sessions.

UNITED STATES SUPBEUr CDUTT.
iber Nail Touching the Question of Trca»

uey Motes an L«(il Tender*.The Word
'Dollars" himI Ite Significance la Contracts.
leuutor Morrill Confirmed In tin Estate In
feat Virilela.The Case of the Webb and
hooting Star.

Washinoton, D. 0., Jan 2*i, X?72.
o. 4fl. Treblecock vh. Wilson..Error to tho Su-
me Court of Iowa..In tnla case, wnich la anergold contract oase, the Court held snbatan*
Ij as follows:.Whereas plaintiff here claimed in
Court below ihat he was. Cicitldd to have a note
J of jjjnl, tt&deby the defendant In error, paid
gold or sliver coin, under the constitution
in a proper construction of the various clauses
tho instrument, and the decision oelow was
,lnst such right, ibis Court has appellate Jurlsdlcaunder the twenty-lKth section or the Judiciary
to revtew the decision. The easo of Hosevelt vs.
yer (l Wall, bU) overruled. Wuore a note Is for
lars, payable by us terms in specie, the terms (In
iclc) aro merely descriptive of the kind of dollars
which the note Is payable, there being more thau
e kind of dollars current suncuoucd by law, and
iau that the designated number of dollars shall be
id In so many gold or silver dollars of tbe
mage or tno United States. Tho act of
bruary 2ft, I8<w, In deolurtng that tbe notes ol the
nted mates shall be legal money or a legal teuder
r all debts ouly applies to debts wlucn are payaiiu money generally, and not to obligations paylelu commodities. Obligations of any other
tid, where a cuutraot for money is by its terms
ide payable In specie or in cola, Judgment may be
tercd thereou or lor coined dollars. Mr. Justico
elds delivered the opinion. This decision re-
iruia uio cubu wi uiuueuu vb. xuiuuus (< wan,
J).
Mr. Justice Miller dissents for reasons set forth In
i dissenting opinion In Bronson vs. Rhodes,
r. Justice lirudy also dissents for reasons suited m
u opinion in Parker vs. Davis, decided last
anday.
No. 76. Christmas et al. vs. Gaines et al.Appeal
jm tne Circuit Court for the Southern district of
iHslsslppi This bill was tiled against Christmas
al., citizens of Kentucky, together with two others,
ilzens of Mississippi, having for Us object to esbllshan equitable assignment of certain promisrynotes owned by Christmas tor the purpose of
demuirylng the citizens of Mississippi, joined

defendants, who had become sureties
Christmas on a writ or error bond. The Court,
nling the planum to be a citizen of Kentucky,
>ld that the circuit Court did not have Jurlsdtcm.as the grant of power extends only to suits beceucitizens or diirerent States; and, lurther, that
rtaiu letters of Christmas, relied upon to show the
slgnmcnt, were not sufficient to establish it, as
ey sliowed only a promise to nay out of tue proedsof tho notes, and no Intention to part with
cir possession. Mr. justice Bwayno delivered the
iiniou.
Mo. 10. Armstrong et al. vs. Morrill.Error to the
Btrlct Court for the District of West Virginia..In
Is case the Court affirmed the title of Senator Mor*
l to a tract of land In West Virginia orlirlnaliv
anted by the Commonwealth of Virginia to Albert
ilatin, trom whom title is derived. Mr. Justice
moid delivered the opinion. Mr. fustice titroug
isented.
No. 78. Oucker vs. Spalding.Error to the Oironlt
art for the District ol California..This was an
lion to recover for the Infringement of
pa^pt for the oso or movable teeth
*

sawn and 'feaaf plates. verdiot
d Judgment were rendered for the
ilnttff below (Spalding); and the case was
ought here, where the court now reverse tne
dgment and ordor a uew trial, holding that the
mrt below erred in refusing to admit lq evldjpqce
ccrlalu patent, which it was claimed was pnof
Spalding's and covered the same liiventlon.

r. Justice Miller delivered tuft opinion.
No. 30. The Steamer W. II. Webb vs. Carling et

..Appeal from the Southorn District of New
irk..In this coso iho Court atUrrn a decree for
images obtained by the owners or the ship Shoor.gStar against the Webb for alleged ncgllgenoe in
wing the ship from Portsmouth N. II. to New
irk, but with a modification that It be reduced to
L8,ooo uamagos and $250 costs. Mr. Justice Strong
illvered the opinion.
No. 28. Curtis V. Whiting.Error to the Supreme
mrt of Wisconsin..This was a controversy conrnlngcertain lands In Brown couuty, Wis., anion
id been sold at Sheriffs sale, and tne question
is upen the constitutionality of a law of tne State
quiring a certain notlco to be served prior to the
ipllcatlon for a Sheriff's deed. The Court below
staiued the law, aud this Court affirms the Judgent.Mr. Justice Miller delivered the opinion.
No. 180. Bank of West Tennessee vs. Citizens'
ink of Louisiana-Error to the Supreme Court of
mlslana..Dismissed for want of jurisdiction. Mr.
stioe Swa/ne delivered the opinion.
No. 71. 1 be State of New Torn vs. The Central
illroad of New Jersey.Error to tne Supreme
art of New York..Dismissed for want of jurisUio
>0. Mr. Chief Justice cause delivered tae opinion.
- T'

UNITED STATES DISTNICT- COUNT-IN BANKRUPTCY.
The New York Printing Cotprimy.

rtae bankruptcy case of Edward B. Trace/, Execarof James n. Taylor, against the New York
luting Company, came up before Judge Blatchr<lyesterday on motion ror tne plaintiff to show
use why the Injunction restraining the sheriff
im selling tne proportv of. tuo deiendant should
t be dissolved. The argument on the motion was
journed to Wednesdtvy.
te Bowling Ureen Havings Bunk in Bnnk>

ruptcy.
k petition has Just been tiled br Aaron May for the
rpose of having the Bowling Qreou Bank dewedbankrupt. Mr. May, in his petition, states
at between the months of November, 1868, and
tober, 1871, he deposited in the bank money to
e amount or $9,130 75, which the bank received,
reelng to pay tho same on demand. Petitioner
mantled payment of the same, wmch was reinsed
the ground that the bank was insolvent and bad
spended about the auih oi November, 1871. There
a further allegation In the petition that the bank
ffered its property to oe taken on legal process by
e Shepherd Knapp, appointed as receiver Dy
e Superior Court la the city oi New York, in proedlngscommenced there against the bank by
nunn nf iu insnlvenav: that mat nronertv Is now
the possession or Mr. Knapp, as such receiver,
id that then the bank was Insolvent and acting
violation or tho Bankruptcy act. Upon this

itttion an order has been issued calling upon the
ink to show cause why it should not be declared
inkrupr. Tne order will be returnable on the ad
February.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT-IN ADMIRALTY.
In the case of \V. w. Evans vs. The barge known
the Wilkesbarre Coal nnd Iron Company the libel

as dismissed, with costs.
in Die enso oi Pickett vs. Smith a motion to open
default was denied.

UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS' COURT.
Heard Fmbr rslfmeiit of Letters In the Pont

Olllct.The Case ot J. J. Itlloy.
Before Commissioner Belts.

The United ritatcs vs. J. J. Rlioy..The further
larmg of this case, in which tho defendant is

iarged with having embezzled a letter In the Post
lice, was resumed yesterday before Commissioner
stts. The court room was crowded, and consideredInterest appeared to be manifested in the proedings.
Mr. A. II. rurrty, Assistant District Attorney,
nducted the prosecution, and General Hillycr
tended as counsel for the defendant, Mr. Riley.
'1DKNCB FOR TIM DEFKVCE.TBSTIMON Y OF WfL1,1All W. STONK.

William W. Stono sworn.I reside in Warren
reet, Brooklyn; I ain a clerk In tho New York
wt Office, la charge of all letters misdirected or

idiy directed and to bo returned to writers in DoestlcDepartment; I hare known defendant many
iars: his reputation Is good; l have seut him lotrsthat wore lorclgn and rcrjuirod prepayment or
ere misdirected; those requiring prepayment 1
ut to htm In a sealed envelope; it Is Riley's duty
send back to foreign countries letters not proild,and in case he canuot discover from what

mntry they come to send them to the Dead Letter
ftlco; I Bend such letters to Kilev almost dally,
ways In a sealed onvelope, which, of course, lie
net open to get at the contents.
(Toaa-e^auimri -X** envelope* are elwan

LE SHEET.
ll|»l

official, varying in size, baIT or yellow, with printed
endorsement 'official business."

TESTIMONY OK UKKHY KAVI.BR.
Henry Kayler, a clem In tne foreign malls deCiriuieuifor ten years, deposed that lie lian known
r. Kiicy ever since Ue liad been In Uie I'ost oillce;

Mr. Kiley's reputation there stood very high; witnessknows Hubert Kennedy, and was in tlie Post
Office at the lime of Kiluv s arrest; when witness
came in Kennedy was sitting on a box eighteen
Inulies from the floor, leaning oack auuinst u partition,with his hands clasped over the back of uis
head; 1 passed Kennedy, and took off my overcoat;
passed In the rear of the Urst table aud .went to my
own till,In thaf I win iviirb-inur nn rliaL 111LV.tllfl
second table.and bad Just time enough to pickup
a paper when tlie arrest was uiade; 1 heard a confusion;the hox hat Kennedy sat on was nine to ten
reel iroin the partition be; ween him and Riley; I
have put myself in the position tn which 1 saw Kennedythat morning; iroin where he sat he could i)ot j
see anything lying on Hliey's table, but could soc any-
thing bieast high beroro Riley In case Kllcv was
sitting down on ihe stool; Piatt was with me when
I made this test, and Lord and Glldersleeve.
Cross-examined.1 old not *eo Kennedy when 1

came back froai hanging up oiy overcoat.
TESTIMONY OF EDOA It KIR It Y.

Edgar Kit by, a clerk in the Post Oillce, testified
that he nad known defendant four years; is in tue
forigu utter department; 1 had been in tno room
with liner turee minutes belore lits arrest, and had
stepped out; before that 1 was working right along-
side of Riley; 1 did not sec him open any letter; I
was three to lire feet irotu linn on uls left; Utero
was no one between us; 1 have seen domestic letterscotne there by mistake with the envelopes open;
when 1 loaud thein open I took tacm to Ktlcy gen!eraliyj soiuotimes lie would seal them up: pgiptftimeslie would not, but would tell mc to write upon '
them "open when received at this office," so that
they might go In that mail, and sometimes I have
seen uitn lay them onesido to remain till after the
mall out It he was in a great hurry; Riley a
reputationunsuspected.Cross-exitmitteu.1 never took a letter to Riley ]
which wafl 'opeil 4U<1 fiui to take tuouey out
of it, ..-

^
-
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TESTIMONY OP THOMAS A. PI.ATT.
Thomas A. Piatt, a clerk in the Post Office, testl[fled that he worked at the same tuole with Riley lop

Hi a jeurn; niioj'b roputauuu wm initu, aotici
showed me whore he hud aeon Kennedy aittlii/,
about ten foot irom the partition: i Sat lu that
place and could not Bog thrOilgli the window any
one open a teller on the table unless he held it up
high; no one could see him sitting in that position.
.Cross-examined.VV hen 1 stood up and waited to-

wards the window I could sue.
Redirect.There was a gloss on the window; but

siauding up where Kennedy was you could see a
man open a letter on tho table. ,

TESTIMONY OK EDWAI1D J. MERCER.
Edward J. Mercer, cleric in the Foreign Departmentof the Post Onlcu, testuied that on the day of

Uilcy's airest he worked at the same table, aDout
lliteeti feet from him, at the time of the arrest; we
some times rocuive letters "with post mark obliterated;we send theoi to ttio dead letter oitlce; i did
not see delendant open any letter that morning
prior to tils arrest.
cross-examined.I oonld well sec what Riley was

doing; 1 heard Riley say mere was a, mistake.
TESTIMONY OP THE DEFENDANT.

The defendant's counsel men proposed to exam
lne Riley on his own behalf, iciley was sworn.

Mr. i'urdy, Assistant District Attorney, cautions
the witness that tho evidence which he fives will
he taken uown and may bo used against him on me
trial.
The defendant then said;.! am flfty-two years of

a»;e; I reside at no Forsyth street; I have resided
in New York thtrly-flve years; 1 am Assistant Superlntendeutot the Foreign Department of the
Now York l'ost Office; I nave been lu the i'ost Office
twenty-three years continuously; I have been AsBlstactSuperintendent lor two rears; my auties
are to sue that all tue lore gu qimiIs are
properly not up ana seut loiwarff to their destination,anil report the same to the Superintendent; I
have also to seua out mtsscnt letters and dead letters,and see that they are rightly disposed ol; 1 receivea great many ml.-sent letters, auil sometimes
circulars, but not frequently; those I put up lu an
envelope and send back to the place where fcioy
originated, and charge up the postage due thereon;
1 receive, frequently, unsealed letters; these
I seal up; souierimes 1 examine them; when
thero is any curiosity about tueir cards
1 take out the conteuts ana look at
them; if there is any suspicion I examine tliem;
I cousider I have that diswwtlonary power; it is not
given me officially, but I consider 1 have it by custom;I consider that by tne custom of the office I
have a right to take oat the oonteuis of an unsealed
lector if Itlilnk there is anything sas lclons in regardto it; I have sent such up to Mr. Oaylor; at
other times I seal them and send them off; on the
morning of my arrest I had a package of fli'ty or
sixty letters or circulars from Charleston; I separatedthem to Bee if tney were all circulars, as wa
have nothing to do with circulars; 1 lound two
blanks, sealed up slightly, with no address; 1 felt of
tnein to see there was nothing in them,
and opcued them and lound no con-
tents in them; I tore them up. and tbew
them away as waste oaper, below the table, as was
my duty. The wituess then described the circumstancesattending his arrest. Fie said:.I came to
an open lotter; It was all uusealed, except at one
corner; I turned U over en the table to seal it up,
when It came open and snowed money In It; I tooa
the letter ana rnouey oat: i laid tue money ana
envelope down on the box. with tfiQ intention of
sealing and tlxlug it up and making a report of it:
at that moment JC^unedy came am) gripped
the 16tier in nls nana; I could not Bwcur
that I put jbe mopey in the box; I putit somewnere in front of me; I asked Kennedy what
he meant; I told bun not to tear the letter, that I
wanted to seal It up ugalu; he did tear it: that la
why 1 spoke so; I thought he was joking; I had uo
Idea lie meant to arrest me; I had not had a chauco
to read the letter| I whs guiitg lo see it there was
anything Wrong about it; I was going to take that,
wiili other letters, up to tiaylor; 1 was not going to
steal that money; I have known "decoy" letters
sent through the l'ost Ottlee; 1 have seen other
clerks open letters that hud nor. been prepaid, and
the Post ulllce stamp was obliterated; that was a
costorn.
The defendant was cross-examined at some

length, hut the examination did not produce any
variation id tne statoincuis he had mado.
Mr. Purdy, at tTie close of the examination, requestedtuat the defendant should sign his deposition.
Counsel for defendant objected to this, on the

ground that the other witnesses had not been re-
quired to do so.
The Commissioner sustained toe objection, and

the hearing of the case wus further postponed to
the 24th Inst.

SUPREME ORT.CHAMBERS.
The Injunction Agnlnm the Dock Commls-

^ -3j~ ioner*r "
"to

fr--
"

Before Jndge Barrett.
The argument in this case, being the third day

or its continuance, was resumed yesterday^
Mr, Rlcnard O'Gorman made Che closing argumenton behalf or the Dook Commissioners, bo

thoroughly exhaustive had been the arguments of
the two counsel preceding him that there remained
but little for him to add. Ills remarks, for this
reason, wonld not be so abstrusely legal as

his predecessors* In elaboration of nicely preparedpoints. He was astonished that the lawyers
on the other side who professed to be so clamorous
for reiorm were not willing to allow tne Dock Commissionersto accomplish without hindrance the

greatest reformatory work as regarded the city that
had yet been attempted. They insisted on ineir

nuisances, their oyster barge, hay depository, brick
yard and dumping ground remaining as they are.
They reminded nun of Jem thugs, who played the
clarionet with horrid excellence. Jem Haggs possessedmost intelligible views upon the subject of
peace and quiet, out he obstinately reiused to move
on unless be was paid, bo these gentlemen as obstinatelyrefnse to remove their nuisances unless
paid. He said that any one might attempt to put a
pile of brick in Iront of the residence of A. 1'.
Stewart and Insist on keeping it there unless paid
for taking it away, be enlarged npon the benenis
the city would receive from the contemplated improvements,and said that this nuisance had alreadydriven away a good deal of rorelgu shipping
to auotner Stale. He was sorry this Injunction was
granted, as ho was sorry other injunctions were
granted.
Mr. Christopher Fino, of the firm of Fine A Oallaher,replleo. lie confessed that what Mr. O'Ooruianhad said was highly entertalulng, out did not

touch a single question of law and had no relation
to the case. While he admired his motoric ana beautifulimagery, he failed to discover that It bad any
application to the questions of law before tho Court,
lie also regretted that Mr. O'Oorman should fall to
discover the sacredness of private property except
by associating such rights with the nut-,
lionnairo ana his lordly palace on Firth

avenue;that he (Mr. Flue) had always
supposeJ that the law protected both the high and
the low, and that the privuio property of some of
the smallest citizens should rccoivo the same protectionas that of the most wealthy; that wnllo ho
was equally anxious with Mr. O'Gorman to see our
waterfront improved, yet tho proud ci.y of Now
York could not add cue Jot or tittle to her greatness
or her glory by depriving any citizen of bis rights
of property without due process of law aud compensation.Mr. Fine then reviewed all of the authoritiescited hy the counsel ou tho other side, and
claimed tuat none of tuew were applicable to the
cases at liar.

Mr. Abraham R. Lawrence brlofly followed. As
be recollected the storv of Jem liaggs. this gentlemanwas paid a shillln? and moved on. Thai was
an thoy wanted. They wanted to be paid, aud thou
they would move away.

You got the ocst of me on the Jem Baggs argument,"remarked Mr. u'Uoruiun to him, alterThe
argument concluded, all the lawyers pn-sed

up their papers, the Judgo reserving his decision.

SUPREME CPU,IT .TRIAL TERW!.PART 2.
The Yorkville Police Justiceship.

Before Judgo Brady.
Mnrray vs. Coulter..On ihe reassembling of the

Court yesterday, a targo crowd Mill thronging the

court room, some more witnesses lu rebuttal were

called (or the plaintiff.
Reynolds Fcchster, an insurance broker, testified

that ho had a conversation with Judge Coulter a

short time previous to the ohartcr election in i860
relative to the election of Police Justicos.

U. Bid Mr, cou.ter in this conversation tell yon

that ha weald be elected Polioe faMee ttImSti
get rotes from bell ?

,_

The question was objected to as onImportant,
Illegal and declaratory upon a collateral subject.
"There la no pretence." said one of the defend*

ant's counsel, "of votes having been obtained from
that region." (Laugnter.)
The obieotlon was overruled, and .the wilMM

allowed to answer uie question.
A. He did.
Various other witnesses were called for th« phis. *

tiff, but ttteir testimony was unimportant. The defencethen called some witnesses In rebattal.
Judge Coulter was recalled. He reaffirmed. In

contradiction of the testimony of Mr. Muggins, proprietorof Lovojoy's Hotel, his previous statement
that he was not in any private room of the hotel on
tne day succeeding ilie election.

Q. Was you In any room there f A. Yes, sic.
Q. What room i A. Tne barroom.
Q. And tnis was the only room? A. The only

room. ,
Some other wltn»fwa were called, hat their msU.

mouy elicited uo ue .v facts, alter which
Hl'MMIN'J .DP

wan begun, Mr. Stoughton opening the case ror the
dcience aiul occupying the attention or the oonrt
an*! jury till tun hour or adjournment. Qe took tho
usual course in reviewing the testimony, presenting,
as perfectly reliable his own witnesses, and as not
nt ail creditabl© some of vtie opposing witnesses.
Ex-Judge Porter will follow Mr. Stonsrhton to-day
and it is probablo tho case,-now prolonged through
nearly a mouth, will roach the iury to-morrow.

Decision*.
Dey et al. vs. Dey et ah.Order grantod.
Ilebert vs. nebert,.Same. »

Schurz vs. Lozier..Referred to Hon. Joalah
Sutherland to take proof of the matter aet forth la
the petition and report, «

Hv Judge Rrady.
Roberts et ah vs. Fisher et ah.Case settled.
The People ex rcl. Joun Leach vs. Btdcir, - <p»

peal ciistuissod. »

Kobln^on vs. Chittenden et al..Case nettled.

MARINE COURT.PART 3.
Decisions.

By Jndeo Joachfrason.
Tcrhorst vs. Lcgge..Judgment for pbtlattff ftp

|218 82 and costs and $26 allowance.
Stenerleln vs. Ilangcr..Judgment fer plaintiff ror

$100 and co-da and $.'6 allowance.
Klnsteiner vs. Rmgins..Judgment lor defendant

ror coats aud $26 allowance,
nrnh.tm vs. I!llnc>r.Motion for new trlsl mt>

Judge's minutes denied, ami judgment ordered on
verdict for plainillf lor $300 and costs and $26 aU
lowanoe.
Wiisou vs. Hoffmann Case submitted. Decision

reserved.
Kerrls vs. McDevltt..Motion for new trial denied,1and judgment entered on verdict for $a0 for ttun

plaintiff and costs for defendant.

C0U.1T OF GENERAL SESSIONS.
William Mnrx Sentenced to Sins Sine fed

Twenty Year*.
Before Recorder Hacketr.

At the opening of the Court jestenday WtUttOK
Marx was placed at the oar for sentence. It will bef
remembered that the prisoner was convicted, on*
day last week, of a horrible outrage upon a Uttlo'
German girl.
After a few words by Mr. Spencer to induce thdCourtto mitigate the punishment, Recorder Ilack-^

ett, In view of tho enormity of the offence and soma' '

peculiarly aggravating circumstaucet* connectedi
with it, sentenced Marz to linprlso<m.eiit in Uia
State Prison for the period of twenty years. \

Before Judge Bedford. !
Tho regular calendar 01 cases was thua taken up.

judge lseuioru uresuuug uuu .assetuiiii uuiiriot
Attorney Fellows prosecuting. . ,

a bub'ilak sentence©.
William Pitt, alios Murllu, indicted lor burglary.

In the second-degree, having on the ateit of Decern-1
ber entered the dwelling house or Kdward detfert.'
No. 133 Norfolk street, and stolen an overcoat,)
pleaded guilty to tiio third grade of that otfenceJ
In reply to a question put by the city Judge Pit*
said tnat he served a term lu the State Prison tern
years ago. »

Judge Bedford, In passing sentence, said:.'IM
oUloer says you are a very bad character. Ton are
indicted for burglary in the second decree, but ta
consequence of a technical defect in IM proof the
Distuct Attoruev accepted the plea of guilty of bar*
glary in the third degroe, which Is alt the leniency)
you deserve. 1 shall scud you to the Slate Prison
for the term of flvo vears. i)
Henry Avmar was tried and convicted ot an Usanltwlihadnugorous weapon with intent to do;

bodily harm, the evidence having eutatdished the!
fact that on the 7th ot this moncb he flred a pistol
at Michael Honhhan. as he was getting into a street*
car. He was remanded lor sentence.

an acquittal. ,,
Cornelias Murray, barkeeper forMm Bow, at 10k

Chatham street, was tried upon a charge of receivinga tub of batter which was stolen from a wagoaJ
belonging loOqarles ?r Hawlev, a grocer in IUvlag-J
ton street. The evlueh ie was lnsomctrot to suetany
the indictment, and the jury rendered a vertot o^
not guilty.

_ -s
COiif.T CAuHtlMi.THIS W.

Uni ran States district court.Ik Annmalty..V
Ncs. DO, 32, 26, 131, 144, 146, 160.
Supreme coinr.Chambers.Held by Judge Bum

rett,.NOS. e, 32, 34, 51X, 64, 6b, 02, 7JM, 7A 76.
65, b7, SO, 92, 96, 97, 98, 99, 100, 101 If. Call 101
Supreme Court.General Tesm.lieW by Judges

Ingrahain, Barnard aud Cardozo..Noa. 240, 242,
243, 244. 247, 251, 262, 263, 254, 266, 36.

"

1
Supreme Court.cibcuit.Part 1.Held bw

Tiulfvo Von Itnnnt V#«a 1.1 1/ 917
uuugc I uu I'l Will >11, WI,

1013, 1039, 1011, 1051, 719H. 1050,1061, 1061 )£, 1063.
1005, 1067, loco, 1075, 1077. Fart 2.He:d by Jadgg
Brady..Case on. ^

Sui-brior Coubt.Trial Term.Pan l.field by
Judge freedman.Nos. 686, 070, «U\ 1,206, 107.
1,077, 960, 1,817, 1.386, 841, 1.265, 1,361. 1.200, 1,165,
1,821. Part 2.held oy Judge MoneiL.Nna 1,068,
760, 938. 1.170, 1,072, 1,078, 900, 1,000, 'Art. 1,180), 260,
640, 786. 1,140, 824.

~

Court or Common Pjb as.Trial Team.Part 1-,
Held by Judge Larremore..Nob. 1,143s 530, L144,
772, 1,004*. 1,005>4, 346, 847, 1,028. *44, 647, 24L
1,063, 1,048, 1,034,1,077.
Marinb Court.Trial Tbbm.Pan i.Odd bj

Judge Bpauldlng Nos. 7,674, 7,732, 7,631, 7,830,
7,83a, 7,530, 7,837, 7,838. 7,840, 0,836, 7,870, 7,804,
7,840, 7,868. Part 3.Held by Jndre JoachHnsen..
Nos. 8,467, 8,542, 8,022, 8,028, 6,029, 8,6&V 8,431, 6,682^

BROOHlLVJV courts.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COM*.
Charged With Paaalng Caanterfelt Maaajr.

Before Judge Benedict. ;
The oases of John Becker and John WMImmJ *

lndlc',ed on the charge of baring passed connlerfeltf
bills of the Ninth NriIotiaI Bank of New Vorfc, wera
set down lor trial lor yesterday. In ylew of the abJ
seuce of the Distinct Attorney, however, the caseg
were adjourned until Wednesday.

Admitted to Boll. .

Joiiu Whltford, who wm indicted on ike charge of
distilling whiskey without complying with toe red
qulrements of the law, was admitted to ball in th«
sum of $5,000 to await trial.

UNITED STATES COMMISSIONERS' COtMT.
Charge of Illegally Helling Usner.

Before Commissioner Wl-.slow.
D. Wacker was before the Commissioner yesterd

day on the charge of retailing liquor at ike come#
of Smith and Sackeit streets, South Brooklyn, wlth-l
oat paying the special tax required Ik law. He
was admitted to bull to await an exasanation us
the charge. »

.

SUPREME COUTT.S?£Cltl TETlL
DmIiiown

By Judge Prait.
SolarChemical Wonts vs. Jonn McKesson et al.f

Motion for receiver aud injunction ueuied, with tic
costs. T
Sarah Goodwin, Administratrix, vs. John Boer-f

flier..Judgment lor defendant, uisim-aiag oomei
plaint, wHU costs. ^

CITY C3URT.TiTltL TERM.
The Wlilow Landers' Suit Against the nialmf

Islnnd Itnllrosd Compasy.
Before Judge Neilsou. i»

'Margaret Landers, Administratrix, to. The states
Island. Railroad Company..The trial of this sulci

which tTdaiouglit ta recover $5,000 damages for the
loss or platritld'A hwibund, who was one of the Tied
tuns oQhe Westfleld disaster, was resumed yesterdsa
and tliwHiltiinoiiy concludsd. It was aaoout stimuli
to that eucitcd on the trial of the action brought
Mrs. Madden, which was twjoerled and ^reeulteJ
ill a aisagrecniein 01 wo i«j ».

Lnndors case w.1.1 yesterday adjourned until tilt*
morning, at ten o'clock, when counsel will com-q
inence to buui up.

COUNTY CijUIT.CHAMBERS.
Hunter Admitted to ilnil.

Before Judge Moore. /,
James W. Hunter, who was arrested oa lb#

charge of baring shot Mary Brown, tits house*
keeper, at 70 Fulton street, on the 12th instant, wa|
admitted to ball in the sum or t*,OuO by Jndgt
Moore yesterday tnornlug. Hunter was previous!!
taken before Police Justice Walsh, when hu counsel
Messrs. Morris k Keady, waived an axaaunatloi
and Hunter was held to await the notion of tin
(irnnd Jury. Counsel then Appeared before Jndgi
Moore, silting In cnambers, and made applicatloi
to have tho prisoner released on balk showing a
tho same time taut the woman was out of danger
The Judge granted the application, as aireauJF
stated, and the accused was released.

COURT OF APPEALS CAIEN3A7.
Albany, N. T., Jan. kg, i872. .

The following la the Court of Appeal day eaien*f
der for January 23:.Mos. 4», 40, 47. oa, u,


